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Subj: 

Date: 05/13/2001 6:31:02 PM Eastern Daylight Time 

From: David.Wrone@uwsp.edu (Wrone, David) 

To: jerrycatchall@aol. com Cjerrycatchall@aol. com ') 



Jerry: here is my draft of a reply to Briggs. Terse, pithy, with Briggs 
told I would provide extended comment on any point.. 

Please tell Harold to mail or return by expedite and I of course will pay 
any costs, even Fed Ex. 

David R. Wrone May 13, 2001 

Response to Kurtz/Briggs April commentary on my Zapruder manuscript. 

My comments are divided into two parts. Part l on Briggs and Part II on 
Kurtz. 

Part I Briggs covering letter. 

1 . That the changes suggested by Kurtz will strengthen the manuscript 
and make it less vulnerable to criticism. 

The reverse is true. His changes would weaken the book and make it 
vulnerable by opening it to severe attack from informed, scholarly, and 
serious readers. One stands on scholarship and the documentary record even 
though the heavens fall. 

2. That this process of citing or relating to the less than scholarly 
authors or those others who have made contributions, etc., has as its aim to 
aid or move in the direction of consensus among dissenters, etc. 

False. The ones suggested are all flawed; I must stay with the 
objective and scholarly and those who made the original contributions. This 
subject is different than all others in American history. There are ample 
reasons to believe that the assassination at its least was a coup d’etat. 

The Katzenbach memorandum written on Sunday the 24th demonstrates this, 
especially paragraph one "to make” the evidence show the public that Oswald 
is guilty and the last paragraph that officials had no case against Oswald. 

Briggs' aim will actually dilute scholarship and weaken the book. 

a. My approach is correct. Most of the information on the crime 
was published by Weisberg. The rule in scholarship is to credit the 
publication where the information first appeared. Most of these so-called 
critics can be characterized as playing detectives. Let me illustrate with 
a few of the critics. 

Livingstone. His last book libeled everybody but the Pope 
and is full of factual errors, and theories. He does not eliminate the 
government's story and is undependable. Weisberg has a book written on the 
errors of fact and corruption of history in his books. 

Aguilar. He has never written on the Zapruder film 
so why use him? His work on the medical side is undependable. 

Mantik. My purpose is not sensationalism. Mantik 
is an alterationist, a charge I refute in the book and in my commentary on 
Willis' reliability. 

Even in the extreme, they add nothing, only 
duplicate, and have undependable sources. 

To further illustrate. If one turns to Thompson's 
Six Seconds in Dallas error choked much of it was taken from Weisberg's 
Whitewash 1 and 2. 

Groden's work is so corrupted it is unbelievable. He knows little 
about the subject matter, actually doctored some photographs to improve 
them, and is undependable. Weisberg has a book on Groden's errors and 
corruptions. 

3. That references to the internet at least be put into the 
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bibliography. 

This is based on the erroneous assumption that a form of scholarly reality 
lies there and is without merit. Would any dependable scholar go to the 
internet for sources? I will reluctantly insert: 

ADD "Internet. Numerous sites on the internet contain references 
and information on the Zapruder film, but they are so compromised by 
misinformation, riddled with factual inaccuracies, and distorted by theories 
that only a subject matter master can safely use them." 

4 That information be added to the SBT chapters to relate or orient to 
the Zapruder film. 

Sufficient information is already there It is impossible to write about 
the SBT without the Zapruder film’s role made clear. Contrary to Kurtz 's 
unsubstantiated assertion these three chapters are unusual, powerful, and 
integral; they make a significant understanding not found elsewhere. But 
ADD: I will examine the chapters and will add information if 
indicated. 

5 That I should address any categorical statements of fact. 

I deny that such exists, but if such is brought to my attention of 
course I shall change them. None have ever been brought to my attention by 
Kurtz, we only have his bald wild assertion. If categorical, state how and 
provide the evidence that it is so. 

Confusion can arise when someone who knows the subject well and speaks from 
the informed authority of scholarship. Individuals without subject matter 
knowledge are often if not typically uncomfortable when encountering subject 
masters. Put confidence in my scholarship and walk into the light. I will 
not let you down. This is what genuine scholarship on a controversial 
subject does, is supposed to do, has done for centuries, and ought be 
expected to do in this singular instance. 

6 That there is a reliance on the Warren Commission Report’s information. 

It is wrong and unscholarly to think there was no useful information 

in the official records. 

Part II. Kurtz « ^ 

1 That Phil Willis’ testimony is not credible, due to his saying the car 
stopped and the back of the head was blown out. 

Willis is rock solid crediblefffie lack of credibility is in Kurtz's 
unscholarly observations. [See attachment Willis Reliability]. 

2. That I should put in a chapter on Mantik’s piece found in Fetzer’s 
wretch of a book. 

I refuse. If I open the door to examining this alterations, 
error-soaked trash there will be no end to it for a dozen others will be in 
line. Further, emphasizing sensationalism misdirects from the scholarly 
purpose of my book. Also, my book provides the principles that a serious, 
candid reader can use to refute it. 

3. That Wrone has an over reliance on Weisberg to the neglect of "other 
researchers" who have ’’contributed" to assassination scholarship. Kurtz 
names three. There are several sub-points. 

Nonsense. In fact I utilized Weisberg almost too sparingly and 
always appropriately. The link of "other researchers" with "scholarship" is 
gratuitous, forced, and false. The avoidance of them is a mark of my 
scholarship. Kurtz does not provide a single instance where another author 
was the source of a point nor a single instance that was inappropriate when 
I gave Weisberg as a source. 

4. A profile of Weisberg. 

In general, Weisberg's research alone brought forth the 
majority of the facts we have today on the assassination, published them 
first, and did it without theorizing. 

Correspondence Weisberg's influence and force is attested 
first of all in his extensive correspondence with critics, researchers, the 
press, documentary film producers, and the general public. The quantity of 
these informative letters is staggering. Perhaps he has written 30,000 

Thursday, May 17, 2UUI America Online: Jerry Catchall 









letters. In addition he has responded to each of over 20,000 letters sent 
to him by the general public. The point must be underscored He was and is 
an intellectual and scholarly force of massive proportions in the evolving 
JFK controversy. 

Books Waisberg has published nine books on the 
assassination that are without conjecture and focus on the crime and its, 
investigation Critics have used him extensively and without citation/ 

These include Mark Lane, Josiah Thompson, Jim Garrison, RobprTGroden, etc. 

Law suits. Weisberg did what no other person did. In/' 
twelve lawsuits he sued the government for records and obtained through this 
arduous battle over third of a million pages of records/ln one case the 
FBI Admitted in court that Weisberg knew more about the assassination than 
, anyone in the FBI [see Weisberg attachment). In the course of his arduous 
battles he amended the FOIA [see Weisberg attachment] 

Personal archives. He opened his valuable and extensive 
private archive to the public without stint or restriction to ideology, left 
or right. He recently gave it and his books to Hood College, located near 
his home. Two large van loads were required to move it. Hood s Senior Vice 
President said of the collection in letter of 4-12-01, 

the work you have done is unparalleled in the world. 

You have compiled a legacy of immense value, both to researchers and to 
students and to the public at large. We are grateful to you for all of that 
work and for entrusting its safekeeping to our care We will do all we can 
to ensure that the collection is kept secure and that the information is 
made available to as many people as possible and accessible in a 
user-friendly way. Your work is what makes all of this possible and we are 
grateful 



Work with critics. Weisberg actively provided dissenters as 
well as supporters of the Commission findings access to his files and 
knowledge Several score authors have approached the assassination through 
him. He oriented them to the subject, guided them to the complex records, 
suggested approaches, and if desired critically read their manuscripts. 

For example, Howard Roffman’s Presumed Guilty is a classical 
instance of a scholarly monograph and powerful still today. It emerged from 
his summer long stays at Weisberg's home and from the assistance Weisberg 
gave him Roffman became legal counsel for Lucas films. Robert Groden of 
Zapruder film notoriety spent almost a year of week ends working with 
Weisberg who while not a film expert offered many suggestions on how to 
approach the subject That Groden later abandoned objectivity for tinsel 
fame and money is a great tragedy. 

Through the decades he provided copies of documents to 
critics For example, to Wrone he gave without charge two file cabinets of 
legal documents, CIA, FBI, and other records. He provided others with 



documents without hesitation. 

Direction of graduate wortf. Under Weisberg's direct 
tutelage he produced at least five doctoral dissertations relating to JFK, 
perhaps more. He served perhaps twice as many master's degree candidates, 
countless undergraduate honor theses and terms papers, assisted high school 
teachers, and college professors. He had more Ph.Ds and MAs than most 
professors do in a lifetime. 

Public opinion. Weisberg not only maintained sound 
relationships with the press but also provided them with access to his 
files, gave them information, and sometimes^ when requested criticism. His 
files are thick with correspondence, aide memoirs on relationship with the 
national press, and similar things, from the Washington Post. to the Los 
Angeles Times to CBS to radio stations. The New York Times referred to him 
as a "painstaking investigator"; the N Y Review of Books, "close analysis 
intriguing and interesting"; London Observer, "impressive"; National 

Guardian; "careful examination blows Report to smithereens . . ho n 
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When Kurtz says my reliance ^ st ory denies it. He does 

hostile press reaction that jis a i ca Asid0 (rom lhe general antipathy 

not cite one source for >t_ He in J ' Weisberg's press relationship 

the press has shown to the JFK assassins 
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book the conservative Senator ^sseHonne ^ ^ work 

the highest regard and urged Ih co h is inquiries 

Scholarly personae. From the time n g pefsonae He dld n0 l seek 

until the present Weisberg po down numerous occasions to 

wealth, but the life o I mean ng. H a never l00 k a 

profit by corrupting ^subject. £ assisted many historians and 

vacation, and effaced himself E (hem , he clues l0 documents, 

political scientists in their resea .9 dtd n ot mention him in 

valuable insights, and access to his files and tney 

their sources, it mattered not. 1990s wherfflTness and 

Manuscript books. Beg.nnmg in the 19^^ approached the JFK 

restricted physical acl ' v 'W r ® s f ' rsDec tive He had read the FBI, CIA, and 
assassination from a p, ^ ere . p . P . | ze tha t knowledge in examining the 

%££££ &£"<£& LaFontaine. kltton. Betlln. Mailer. Newman. 



it/ 






V 



1 W iapi&' i-t - . 

Wrona It is a fact. U/YW/W** , 

6. ^Kurtz «ano. .» A* ^ » nTeaJw in such a way 

Kurtz ignores facts, a. before the Commission and 

not visible to the lens b. As the tesi.m rtjr g buj|e , and doe3 no t 
other medical authority states, i fa i bo y » spea k of less 

strike bone a delayed reaction i o en«w taction in that 

than 2/3ds of second!! One canno ‘ and wartime when a 

rn'S^ imm8di3te " ° ft6n 

he. Kurtz. deni., a .not occurred at 1190 and tna. I «npi«y*1 

faulty reasoning. eoregiously wrong. How is it faulty 

» ^unsupported ...enion doe. no, ntent 

l V 0 '^a That Oswald could have shot through the cees^ 

, 1 O'Y,. I ) Kurtz lust makes up 'ns P™' was n0 .not trom the Depository 

'J 



Vm 



\fi 






p„«. 10 Z210 because of the trees ar* u™e ™ {rames remained 
b. Even if a shot came at ^.^STless than three seconds}, 
for someone to fire and hit Con y. I That r jf|e wBs-defeettve 
\ Again this is ail made up. inv • frQm Q epos itory at all; a 

L.-.«td fired no shot that day. No shot * physically impossible. 

Sot from the 6th floor eastemmost w^^ ^y^^ ft ^ cat ^ 

> Oswald was_on ^ the Army used 

5k' fclSSISSit*. m *r;<» - “ u “ aupli “ w 

% \ shootmg-and Oswald was a duff e. j# needed says Briggs J. -'i 

>>^1 C ^e^eirtScludes^everal instances^pQ^rneptioned by Kurtz, /• 

-***■ “ **' SSSSKBSk JerryCatchall 









l\ 



land z202Av5 S^Sld^s tlwy'stancL W 

fx; ' -0" ^ 287 ‘'aw? 



at z1B6 and immediately heard a shot, ca. zl 90. 

*On page 209 I discuss the Zapruder film's showing Agent 
Hickey’s reaction to shot by standing and looking around and then sitting 
dowiTfliat corresponds to a shot at zl 90. 

*On page 288 I discuss the Zapruder film's depiction of JFK 
and his wife reacting to some disturbance that corresponds to a shot at 

*ln chapter 14 I discuss frame 202 that in itself 
establishes a shot aLz190. In that frame you see Wiilis^foot step onto 
the pavement, his camera coming down from his eye. He had just snapped his 

fifth slide in reaction to the sound of a shot. 

•Also in the book I discuss Zaprudefs testimony before the 
Commission where he testified to watching JFK grab himself Since a »'9 n 
blocked his view of JFK from 205-210 and JFK emerges at z225 already wounded 

with hands to his throat this can only have been a shot prior to z2U& "2. 

compatible with a zl 90 shot This is sterling quality evidence from the 

best witness. ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ 

*On page 288 I discuss that around frame 190 the Zaprtrder 
film shows blurring, corresponding to the emotional reaction to the soun o 
a shot at zl 90 

*On page 288 I discuss the expert testimony ot a , 
photographic expert for HSCA who stated a blur occurred on frames 

immediately after zl 90. i 

*ln Fetzer's wretch of a book, cited by Kurtz but ignored vu 
when it comes to z190, he includes reproductions of the Nationar 
Photographic Interpretation Center's notes on its study of the Zapruder 
film Weisberg had years earlier reproduced several pages of this, but 
Fetzer does not cite him. This CIA unit is one of the world's finest film 

laboratories. Its first set of briefing boards places a shot at zl 88. The 

second set places a shot at z190. . 

8 That Kurtz levies a criticism for not having incorporated the releases 
by the ARRB and cites as his sole proof Nathan Pool's records. 

Nonsense. Both the quantity and quality of the records displays his 
lack of subject matter knowledge. There are over 5,000,000 pages in the 
ARRB releases. In my lifetime I cannot begin to examine such a mass. No 
scholar can. The ARRB forced these disclosures from several agencies. In 
those pages are many little things, trivialities such as Pool. But more 
than that not a word of these disclosures can be safely used without ireful 
checking because of the inaccuracies. Some is fine stuff, but some of it is 

also deliberately false stuff. 

I reject Nathan Pool. My book is thus far free from 
conjectures and I want to keep it that way. Pool is unbelievably bad. He 
lies invents, gets basic things wrong, testifies to impossibilities, and 
has' been influenced by the press and theorists accounts, (see Pool 
attachment] 

• 

9. That certain frames of the Zapruder film should be used. 

I reject Kurtz's suggestions. Several are for sensationalist 
purposes, such as frame 313, which is not the purpose of this book as I have 
said. It is scholarly. Also, they would alienate serious readers. Others 
such as z230 is immaterial to the text. 

Aside from the black and whites from CE 885 on the damaged frames 
already sent I believe that I require only z202 and z337 [including sprocket 
matter]. Each disproves the Warren Commission findings and establishes a 
conspiracy killed JFK. In a world of unlimited expense the sequence 
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associated with Willis, zl 90-205 (including sprocket matterl would be good, 

but obviously out of range Q v C«t ) ^ ^ ^ 

10. That I explain where on the Zapruder film the various shots 

were recorded. 

This is the theorist in Kurtz speaking. Not even the NPIC of the . h oii 
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CIA could determine that-the world's best— and I certainly cannot, 
is not a sensationalist approach to the subject. 
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